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MOUNTAIN-PATHS PROJECT 

■ Research question: 

► How ecosystems can be mobilized by local community to 

contribute to adaptation strategies towards a sustainable future? 

 

■ Case study: Pays de la Meije – Central French Alps 

► Remote Valley - 205km² ~ 800 inhabitants 

► Tourism and traditional rural activities – main economic activities 

► Part of Ecrins National Park 

 

■ Participatory process: 

► Who? Tourism professionals, inhabitants, decision makers,           

local and regional institutions, agricultural sector, nature     

conservation, local residential services, local and regional        

experts, tourist and visitors. 

► How ? Workshops, focus groups, interviews, surveys,                

serious game 

 

► ~100 people involved  

► Knowledge co-construction based on their knowledge,    

expertise and perception during all the process 
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1.Past 2.Present 3.Future 

Adaptation since 1950 

Socio-economic context, 

governance, mobilisation of 

ES linked to adaptation 

responses to past changes. 

 

STUDYING SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL DYNAMICS 

What’s happen today? 

Nature contribution to local 

quality of life and activities  

+ Influent drivers on these 

interactions. 

 

Vision of a desirable future 

Design common goal to 

achieve for the region in 2040 

in terms of social and 

economic activities, using a 

normative scenario 

SES past trajectories Future options Current SES functioning 

? 

4.Adaptation 

pathways 
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■ This process meets our scientific objectives: 

► Trends and events that trigger changes in the SES, 

► Adaptation scenarios implemented by participants, 

► Main leverages and obstacles to adaptation, 

► SES adaptive capacity assessment, 

► Evolution of ecosystem services demand 

► … 

 

DO SCIENTIFIC AND LOCAL INTERESTS MISMATCH? 
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■ This process meets our scientific objectives: 

► Trends and events that trigger changes in the SES, 

► Adaptation scenarios implemented by participants, 

► Main leverages and obstacles to adaptation, 

► SES adaptive capacity assessment, 

► Evolution of ecosystem services demand 

► … 

 

■ Does it meets participants interests? 

► As much interests as participants, 

► Have a space to discuss about the future of this region that 
they care about, 

► Recognition of local issues by outsiders, 

► “5-year plan for the mayor's next municipal term ” ;) 

 

 No emphasis is placed on adaptation issues or ecosystem 
contributions 

DO SCIENTIFIC AND LOCAL INTERESTS MISMATCH? 
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■ First insights to discuss:  

►Difficulties to engage people around climate change and 

ecosystem issues 

Needs to engage people with more grounded issues that they 

can relate on 

Adapt scientific discourses and concepts to local perspectives 

Build trust with people by giving feedbacks 

 

 

■ Researcher use this co-produced knowledge how can we engage 

local communities to do the same?  

► In other words :What remains apart from scientific 

publications? 

ENGAGING COMMUNITIES FOR ADAPTATION ? 



Meet me a the poster session: WS 3.1.D 


